4/4/74 


Dear Paul (JL), 

timing on year helpful letter of the 4th is fine. J±b is due here in about 
an hour and i’ll give Mm the carbon. 

It is very good to know these things. 

X can’” unde /.'stand why tney dzd not use the PC— 10 in Entry 20 unless it also contains 
what do not want ms to know. 

I4J prepares these things and he knows. 

In answer to interrogatories they referred to the 5/ 1 Rankin lotter but did not 
attach it. 

1 do not think the right to delegate exists and I am sure the right to use Top 
Secret did not. 

Saxbe’s two letters 3eem to be definitive. 

I do fear that the law is his way on the Oswald files. 

However, his words are provocative. Whose criminal activity (possible)? Internal 
security? Was LHO one of the confidential sources? 

lias also says that copies were distributed to agencies (pi), so maybe they'll 
turn up yet if not retrieved or destroyed. 

Suggest you study the exact words closely. 

I 3till think it would be good to file an PCI suit in that jurisdiction but of 
courso you need serious purposes. 

And right bow the situation on interpretations needs shaking down. The law says 
one thing and pro-1431 judges say another. 

By the way, in his last answers to interrogatories Rhoads said he did not know who 
did the original classifying. 

Maybe we should take a peek at that PC 10 Ehtry 20. Or get another to do it. 


Thanks and best 



